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that the legitimate demands of both parties can be met as soon as
we properly understand what those demands really are. The con-
flict in fact is between the claim of the scientist that all natural
events must be explicable by natural causes and that of the
moralist that unless human action is spontaneous (and therefore
undetermined by natural causes) the conceptions of obligation
and desert become entirely without meaning. Both these assertions
are indisputably correct. The first has already been demonstrated
in the Analytic and the second is obvious as soon as it is stated.
What Critical Philosophy claims to do is to show that the conflict
between them is only apparent. For this purpose it is necessary to
remember that the distinction between phenomena and noumena
holds of selves as well as of objects. Now the whole teaching of the
Analytic assures us that the phenomenal self, like the phenomenal
world of objects, is subject to the conditions of the categories and
therefore causally determined, and from this conclusion there can
be no retreat without sacrificing everything which the Critique
maintains. The self, considered as the object of empirical psycho-
logy, must be conceived as determined in every detail, and, even
where we are prevented by its complexity from empirically pre-
dicting its behaviour, we are bound to hold that such behaviour
is in principle as predictable as the movements of the planets.
The antithesis of the Antinomy is therefore entirely correct in its
assertion that human behaviour as an object of possible experience
must be causally determined and admits of no spontaneity what-
ever. What it fails to notice is that the causal sequence in pheno-
mena as a whole (and therefore in the empirical self as part of that
whole) is a relation between appearances and not between things
in themselves, and is therefore determined as a whole by the
noumena which it represents. Of these noumena (including the
noumenal self) we can say nothing positive since they are ex
hypothesi not subject to the forms of sense and understanding, but
this very fact enables us to maintain that they are not subject to
the causal law, or even to the limitation of time. Hence the thesis
of the antinomy is also justified provided that we understand
exactly what it is maintaining. There is of course no question of
regarding the noumenal and phenomenal selves as different entities
of which one can determine the other in the sense of acting causally
upon it. The noumenal self is not to be conceived as interrupting
or breaking in upon the chain of natural causes which determine
the phenomenal self. All that is argued is that the phenomenal or